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RD has asked RCB to perform the following: "Please screen to
determine compliance with DCI and whether this crop can be returned
to label per OPP agreement with Task Force".

RCB has screened the maneb and ethylene thiourea (ETU) residue
data contained in the subject study, however, RCB cannot make a
determination as for returning sweet corn to the maneb label since
to RCB's knowledge this crop has not been removed from the maneb label.

Sweet Corn (MRID No. 401335-01)

Included in this submission are:

1.

Resubmitted residue data for maneb on corn ears
(husks removed), corn forage and new residue data
for ETU on corn ears (husks removed) and corn forage
from a Florida field trial, MTF No. 85-21, dated
February 2, 1987.

Resubmitted residue data for maneb on corn ears
(husks removed) and corn forage. Reanalyzed and

new residue data for ETU on corn ears (husks removed)
from a New York field trial, MTF No. 85-22, dated
February 2, 1987.



3. Resubmitted and additional residue data for maneb
on corn ears (husks removed) and resubmitted
residue data for maneb on corn forage. Resubmitted
maneb and new ETU residue data on sweet corn cannery
waste from a Wisconsin field trial, MTF No. 85-23
dated February 2, 1987

Comments

None of the resubmitted or additional residue data for maneb
and reanalyzed or new residue data for ETU were supported by frozen
storage stability data although the extended storage intervals for
ETU samples could range from 9 to 16 months for corn ears and up to
11 1/2 months for corn forage and cannery waste. 1In addition,
maneb corn forage samples were held in a ground and frozen condition
for up to 4 days before analysis.

Conclusions

1. The currently resubmitted or additional residue
data for maneb and reanalyzed or new residue data
for ETU on sweet corn are deficient because none
of the residue data were supported by frozen storage
stability data although residue samples could have
been held in frozen storage for approximately 9 to 16
months prior to analysis. 1In addition, the maneb
residue samples were stored in a ground frozen
condition for up to 4 days prior to analysis which
may have accelerated the decomposition of maneb
residues. Therefore, RCB concludes that the submitted
residue data are not even adequate for a dietary
eXposure assessment and thus do not pass the screen.
These studies must be repeated to comply with the NRDC
reassessment and DCI requirements.

2. Although we have identified only the obvious deficiencies
in this screen, additional data deficiencies for the cur-
rently submitted residue study may be noted upon comple-
tion of a full RCB review.
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